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STATEMENTS, e. 


HE Town Council of Edinburgh have at 
length, as was clearly their duty, favoured 


the Public with an Anſwer to Mr Smith's Addreſs. - 


In this Anſwer, they undertake to * prove, by 


authentic evidence, nay by evidence on the 
face of his own ſtatements, that he has 21. 


* fully overſtated the debt of the City to an e- 
normous amount ;* and accuſe him of want of 


candour, and of inaccuracy in his ſtatements of 
the debt due by the City, and of its Revenue 


and Expenditure. Thus circumſtanced, it un- 
doubtedly becomes the privilege of every inha- 
bitant of Edinburgh, not only to endeavour to 
fatisfy himſelf, of the truth or falſity of theſe 
charges, but alſo, by -a compariſon of the two 
statements to ſee if he can diſcover on which fide 

the truth hes. | 
To ſee that mis- ſtatement, proceeding either 
from wilful concealment, or from ignorance of 
the ſubject they were treating upon, character- 
iſes either or both ſides of the queſtion, a ſingle 
reading is alone neceſſary; and an impartial 
peruſer muſt feel himſelf at a lots to determine, 
whether want of candour, in exhibiting the gloo- 
my ſide of matters, to a greater extent than 1s 
actually the caſe; or, an equally uncandid deſire, 
A 2 e 


CS: 3 
by a plauſible ſtory, to blind the eyes of the Pub- 


lic, is the more prominent feature-—To deve- 
lope this myſtery, and to point out, how, if the 
ſtatement by the Magiſtrates be really the juſt 
one, they may fatisfy the Public unequivocally limay 
of that fact, ſhall be the purport of theſe pages. Iſum 
The firſt article in Mr Smith's ſtatement of futon 
the City's debt runs thus: Owing by bond, Thi: 
applied to different public. purpoſes, for which ly h 
 *:the Ale-duty is appropriated, L. 73, ooo. Infjing 
the Anſwer, it is objected that this ſum ſhould [thor 
not have formed any part of the debt due by the yea 
City, the Ale-duty being appropriated to pay fable 
it appropriated by act of Parliament, notfimp 
: only for the payment of the intereſt, but theſſſtat 
* ſurplus is to form a finking fund for the gra- Idee. 
dual extinction of the capital. All this Mrſbut 
smith ſaw, or might have ſeen, in the act dre- 
LE” 7 Parliament. He might alſo have ſeenſtha 
from thele very books, to which he admits thatÞplu: 
Mr Bruce, the City Accountant, gave him freeſ the 
* accelſs,. that the Ale-duty is amply ſufficient for ab{ 
* both purpoles.” fun 
The act of Parliament, here alluded to, has ex I not 
iſted ſince the year 1693. During the whole of lary 
that time no ſinking fund has been thought of Þ fate 
at leaſt none has been eſtabliſhed. It is probable v 
indeed, that, during the greater part of the timeJ* p 
the duty was barely ſufficient to pay the intereſt Jtha 
but it is added, Now, the Ale-duty has produ{wit 
© ced yearly, for two years, conſiderably abovq an 
I. 1000 more than this intereſt and other pre4m1 
* ſtations ; and, from its very fature, it muſt en{wit 
| © creaſe rather than diminiſh, If, for the twdſlia 
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laſt years, it has produced conſiderably above 
L. 1000 more than the intereſt, it 1s natural to 
ſuppoſe, that, for ſome years preceding, it mult 
have produced /ome ſurplus, it being hardly to be 
imagined, that a fund ſhould riſe from the exact 
ſum neceſſary to pay the intereſt, to conſiderably 
above a Thouſand Pounds more, in a ſingle year. 
This ſurplus, whatever it was, ſhould immediate- 
ly have been applied as the beginning of a ſink- 
ing fund; but this does not ſeem to have been 
thought of 3 not even the ſurplus of the two laſt 
years, which i is ſtated to have been fo conſider- 
able, is applied in this way. Had it been ſo, it is 
impoſſible that Mr Smith could have omitted 
ſtating the fact. From the act of Parliament, in- 
deed, he might have ſeen that this was intended; 


Mrſbut, having ſeen, that, after the lapſe of an hun- 
acdred years, no ſuch fund had been eſtabliſhed, 

eenſ that, for a conſiderable number of years, a ſur- 
hatſ plus had been gradually ariſing, till at length, for 
free the two laſt years, it had amounted to con/ider- 
forſably above L. 1000 yearly, and yet no finking 
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fund formed; Can it with juſtice be ſaid, that, in 
not allowing this fund to be a % againſt the 
large debt of L. 73.000, and the one to compen- 
fate the other, he was guilty of a conduct for 
* which want of candour ſeems too mild an ap- 
pellation?ꝰ Or, may it not rather be preſumed, 

that, if Mr Smith #nezw of this ſurplus, he acted 
with more than uſual candour, in not ſtating it as 
an additiona] proof of miſmanagement, and of 
mi application of the City's Revenue, that, not- 
withſtanding of the proviſion in the act of Par- 
lament, and that ſo conſiderable a ſurplus _ 

ariſen, 


CE} 


ariſen, no ſinking fund had yet been formed? 
And might he not, in conſequence, and with 
ſome ſhadow of feaſibility, have infinuated, that 
it, too, had been conſumed in the Ordinary Ex- 
penditure of the City? 

Mr Smith does not charge the Ordinary Ex- 
penditure with the zntere/ of this L. 73.000. But 
in this it is ſaid there is no ſmall art ; * becaule, 
if he had ſtated it, he would then have been 
abſolutely compelled to ſtate the Ale- duty, 
which would not have anſwered his purpoſe; 
becauſe it would have at once proved, that the 
Ale-duty greatly exceeded the intereſt, and-was 
amply ſufficient to furniſh the ſinking fund 
provided by the act.“ 

His reaſon for not ſtating the intereſt of the 
L. 73,000, Mr Smith expreſsly mentions to be, 
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qecauſe it is ſecured upon the Ale-duty ; and then [Ci 


adds, * the Ale-duty forms a ſeparate branch by 
« itſelf ; ; it is collected and paid into an account 
kept for it in the Royal Bank. Orders upon this 


cil, for payment of the Intereſt of the L. 72,000, 


dened.“ And again he ſays: * The preſent Re- 
venue barely pays the intereſt of the L. 73,000 
of debt and the preſtations.” 

In order to ſatisfy the Public that this aver- 
ment of Mr Smith's is falſe, and that the Ale- 
duty is not, as he lays, barely ſufficient to pay the 
. antereſt ; but, that it is amply ſufficient to pay both 
principal and intereſt, the Magiſtrates ought to 
have ſpecified the amount of the finking fund at 
preſent. When there began to be any ſurplus.— 
How 


JC 


account are ſigned by the Lord Provoſt in Coun- 


and the other preſtations with which it is bur- þ 
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How that ſurplus has been laid out. And what 
way be the probable amount of the ſinking fund 
at the period of the expiration of the preſent 
act, beyond which there is little hope of it; be- 
ing renewed. — They ought to have produced evi- 
dence, by the fund being eſtabliſhed. that the 
preſent renewal of the act is not to be allowed to 
elapſe in the ſame way with the preceding ones, 
without any meaſures for the liquidation of this 
large debt being adopted; and not have come 


forward, as they have done, at the diſtance of a 


century from the paſling of the act, and ſtated 
that the ſurplus i to form, and 7s amply ſufficient 
to form, ſuch ſinking fund. That, until fuch a 
king fund be formed as will itſelf in time pay 
his debt, principal and intereſt, it muſt be ac- 
ounted, to its full extent, a debt due by the 
City of Edinburgh, is plain. Nay, it is even to 
be apprehended, that that part of the debt, 
which, at the expiration of the preſent act, may 
main unprovided for, will, both principal and 
nergſt, fall a burden upon the Town; the act 
eing in itſelf ſo obnoxious, that it was with the 
reateſt difficulty the preſent renewal of it was 
tained, and its moſt ſtrenuous ſupporters, at 


ne time, having deſpaired of obtaining it. 


The next article in Mr Smith's ſtatement of 


- the City's debt is, © On bond and promiſſory notes 


granted by the Chamberlain, payable on de- 
mand, L. 28.120: 12: 1. 

This is ſtated in the anſwer, to be * erroneous 
in every reſpect, being - under/tated to the a- 
nount of L. 1 300, which at leaſt deſtroys his 
credit for accuracy; and he having ſtated, as 
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a ſeparate article of debt againſt the Town, L. 22221 
Due on Leith Harbour, which is included in] ha: 
his ſecond article, and © Due to the Collecton l nei 
* of the Ceſs, on account of the. City Guard, or 
L. 2800, which, at leaſt to the extent of ho' 
L. 1706: 14: 8, is alſo included in that article; ac 
both of which over charger Mr Smith might have Mr 
ſeen © from the accounts of the City, from which] ov; 
he boaſts that he made a ſtate of its debts,” 

On the whole therefore of this article off“ t 
L. 28,120: 12 : 1, it appears that Mr Smith is“ 
not only inaccurate in his ſum total, to the a- It. 
* mount of L.1 302, but, in his particular atems * C 
* has charged two articles twice over, to the a.. 
* mount of L. 3928: 14: 8, from which dedudfſ: 
his undercharge of L. 1302, and there till re- 
mains an overcharge of L. 2626: 14:8. Soff* 
much for the accuracy and candour of the Au- 
'*. thor of this plot to reform the finances of the 
City of Edinburgh.” | 

MrSmith, in makingout this ſeeond article, ſeems 
to have been obliged to act pretty much upo 
conjecture; for, in a note upon it, he ſays, 
There is no regular ſtate of this debt to be 
found in any book belonging to the City; but 
taking the principal ſums on which the Cham Jas a 
* berlain paid intergt, from Martinmas 1797 tc 
e Martinmas 1798, nd amount to 

| L. n 2 1 

0 Surns borrowed in that year, 
upon Chamberlain's note, and 
on which no intereſt bad be- IE | 
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22 Thus, then, if any inaccuracy or mis- ſtatement 
in has taken place, Mr Smith lays it upon the man- 
ors ner of keeping the Town's books a ſufficient rea- 
rd, ſon for adopting a more intelligible mode. Being 
off however, a matter of fa#, upon which the City's 
le; Accountant can hardly be ſuppoſed miſtaken, 
aveſl Mr Smith's ſtatement muſt be preſumed errone- 
ich} ous in this particular. 

Mr Smith alſo ſtates, ſays the Anſwer, © Due 
olf“ to Bankers on various accounts, exclufive M in- 
n is“ zeref, L. 22,686.” This is plainly intended 
a- “to make the Public, and the creditors of the 
m City, believe, that, on this large capital of 
e a- L. 22,686, there may be, for any thing Mrsmith 
lud knows, a large indefinite ſum for intereſt, 
re- from any remote period, and to any amount, 

Sof that the fears of individuals may ſuggeſt. The 
Au- fact is, that the above ſum of L. 22,686 includes 
the intereſt up to the zoth June 1798. This Mr 

* Smith knows well, and therefore had no occa- 
emy* fion to ſtate the above article in ſuch vague 
pong“ and alarming terms.“ 

The Magiſtrates ſeem to have been more a- 
) befllarmed by this article, than, it is believed, any 
but other perſon would be who peruſed it. Mr Smith, 
am gas a Banker, and every perſon who deals with 
to Bankers, knows well, that it is by no means 
their practice to allow intereſt to grow upon their 
accounts from any remote period, and to any a- 

mount, The two Banks add the intereſt to the 
principal once a-year, and moſt Bankers once 
every ix months! Upon this ſum there is, ac- 
c ſcording to the Magiſtrates own aocount, nearly 
ve months intereſt, or about L. 500, which, 
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had Mr Smith known, there is no doubt but ke 
would have added it to the principal. 
But all this,“ ſays the Anſwer, is preciſion 
and fairneſs itſelf, compared to what follows, 
* Mr Smith (Addreſs, p. 30.) has the following 
article in his lift of the capital ſums owing at 
* Martinmas 19798: | 
* Life-annuities applicable to the 
proper revenue, L. 2422.12 62. 
* Leith Harbour, - — 928 19 1 


| L. 3 351 11 8 
i Then wn adds, 
© T have been unable to come at the ne 

“ ſums which have been received by the City 

for theſe annuities: J know of no account o 

** them any where except in a private book be 

« Tonging to Mr Gray; but the debt thereby 

% contracted, cannot be reckoned at leſs tha 

L. 30,000;” and, accordingly, he actually 

© ſtates this ſum of L. 30,000 as a capital ſum ow 

* ing by the Town. Mr Smith is a Banker b 

* profeſſion, and a great financier in his own o 

© pinion, and no doubt, will be able to explai 

to the Public, the groſs miſtake under whic 
the world has hitherto laboured ; for it has ge 
nerally been ſuppoſed, that when an individu: 
or a corporation borrows money on life annui 


addition to the capital of their debt; and, tha 
the only debt thereby incurred, is the annui 
ties granted in heu of the capital funk. In ht 
liſt of the City's Ordinary Expenditure, h ſtat 
theſe annuities; and, therefore, by what-1ale e 
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. finance, he at the ſame time charges the City 


„ will 


ties, it is for the very purpoſe of avoiding any 


„ 


with the ſum of L. 30,000 received for them, 
' as a capital debt ſubſiſting againſt it, Mr Smith 
the Banker may be able to explain. To the 


humble capacities of the preſent Magiſtrates, it 


appears that this L. 30,000 is not a debt a- 
gainſt the City; on the contrary, that the Ci- 
ty owes nothing but the L. 3351: 11:8 of life 
annuities; a debt which is daily diminiſhing, 
and which, at no very diſtant period, muſt, by 
the courſe of nature, extinguiſh itſelf.” 

The above, at firſt view, carries conſiderable 
apparent weight along with it; but the longer it 
is conſidered, the leſs hold it has upon the mind. 
To ſuppoſe that Mr Smith intended to argue 
that the Public were liable, both for the annui- 
ties and for the ſums. received for them, would 


6 
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be abſurd; but it is equally abſurd to maintain, 
chat theſe annuities are worth nothing, and that, 


in computing the capital ſums owing by the Ci- 


qty, no value is to be put upon them. 


Mr Smith takes /eparate views of the City's af- | 


fairs. He fir ſtates the debts for which the Ci- 


ty is liable, and, of courſe in doing ſo, puts a 
value upon theſe annuities; 3 a value which che 
City received for them, and which, or a propor- 
tion effeiring to their value at the time, upon the 


¶ſuppaſition it wiſhed to redeem them, it muſt ne- 


ceſſarily pay. Again, when viewing the revenue 


and expenditure ot the City, theſe annuities, as 


forming a part of the expenditure, naturally fall 
to be ſtated. They do not form an addition, 4% 5 
to the capital debt, and to the expenditure of the 


J City ; but, when taken in AM rent views, they 
off are . to L. 30,000 of capital, for the applica- 
| | B 2 
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tion of which the Managers of the revenue are 
anſwerable to the community; or, to L. 3351: 
11: 8 of annuities, granted in lieu of the capital 
ſunk. 

pon the 1 that theſe annuities were 
due by a Company who ſhould become inſolvent, 
it is clear, that, in computing the debts of chat 
Company, a value of ſo many years purchaſe 
muſt be put upon them, and added to the capi- 
tal debts of the Company. This 1s all that 1s done 
in the preſent inſtance. 
In ſhort,” continues the Anſwer, « if Mr 
Smith will take the trouble of ſumming up the 
above articles, he will then be able to inform 
his fellow citizens, that he has overcharged the 
debt of the City to the amount of E. res 4 

14: 8. 
That, however, che Magiſtrates are ; wrong in 
maintaining, that the two ſums of L. 73,000 and 
Ls 30,000 ought not, to any extent, to be inclu- 
ded in the debts due by the City, has been al- 
ready demonftrated. The only overcharge, there- 
fore, which can have been made, is the L. 2626: 
14:8 on Chamberlain's Notes, from which there 
will fall to be deducted about L. 500 of intereſt, 
not mentioned by Mr Smith, being an over- 
charge only to the extent of about L. 2126. The 
intereſt of the L.7 3,000 is, indeed, ſecured upon 
the Ale-duty, and there is reafon to hope, that, 
by immediately forming a finking fund, the 
greater part of the principal will be paid off be- 
tore the expiry of the preſent act. The Magi- 
ſtrates muſt ſee the propriety of ſatisfying the 
Public, that this meaſure has been adopted. 


Upon 
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Upon a reaſonable calculation, in the courſe of 
fix or ſeven years, the liferent annuities may alſo 
be ſuppoſed to fall, and, of courſe, the L. 30,000 
computed as the value of them. The capital 


debt due by the City will then not much exceed 


the half of the ſum ſtated by Mr Smith; but, 
that even then the ſtricteſt ceconomy will be ne- 


eeſſary on the part of the Managers of the Re- 
venue, is apparent, from what they themſelves 
afterwards ſay, as to the Ordinary Revenue and 


Expenditure of the City, 

They give no ſtarement of what they alledge 
to be the real Ordinary Revenue and Expendi- 
ture, but content themſelves, without diſputing 
the items which make up Mr Smith's ſtate of 


chem, with ſpecifying articles which he has in- 


cluded in the Ordinary Expenditure, to the a- 
mount of L. 302 f: 6: 612, which they ſay ought 
not to have been included in it, as being of an 
extraordinary and incidental nature. nearly two- 
* thirds of which, too, is to be repaid.” Mr 
Smith ſtates the ordinary and regular Expendi- 


ture of the City to amount to L. 23,176: 16: 7. 


—Suppoling the articles ſpecified by the Magi- 
ſtrates really to be of an extraordinary and inci 
dental nature, and alſo ſuppoſing the annuitzes to 
bave fallen, after deducting both of theſe ſums, 
the total Ordinary Expenditure would amount to 
L. 16,803: 18 : 5, and the total Ordinary Revenue, 
as ſtated by Mr Smith, and upon which the Ma- 
giſtrates have ſaid nothing; only to L: 15,926: 
3:05, being a deficiency, in this favourable 
view, wel upwards of L. Boo ow | 

That 
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That * the areas for building, unſold, in Char. 
* lotte-{quare, Dickſon's acres, and: other parts 
of the Extended Royalty, and the areas leading 
to the Mound, as well as the whole areas and 
© ground on the ſouth ſide of Prince's-ſtreet, 
© weſtward of the Mound ; together with a num- 
© ber of areas already built upon, the purchaſe- 
© money for which; although bearing” intereſt, 
bas not yet been paid,” as ſpecified in Mr Bruce's 
certificate, together with the encreafing Revenue 
of the Town, may, with proper huſbandry, not 
only keep down this balance, but may alſo gra- 
dually reduce the capiral debt, there is every 
reaſon to hope; but the preſent ſtate of matters 
muſt convince the Magiſtrates, that my poſſible 
retrenchment 1s neceſſary. 
* The firſt 13 pages of the Anſwer; are taken 
36 "principally i with matter "perſonal to Mr 
| Smith and the preſent Magiſtrates, the former 
of whom is very fancifully pictured, as © fo 
© very fond"of the City of Edinburgh, that, like 
ſome deſperate lovers, he ſeems to wiſh that 
it ſhould not ſurvive himſelf. and is jealous leſt 
it ſhould be ſaved by the ſervices of his rivals. 
There 1 is one obſervation, however, worthy of 
femark. The preſent Magiſtrates,” lay they, 


* have no occaſion to excuſe themfetves, either 


on account of the amount of the City's debts, 
or for the manner in which the books are 
kept. Mr Smith does not charge his oppon- 


©'ents with having contracted, and hardly with 


; having encreaſed the debt of the City; and as 
© to the books, he himſelf admits, that they are 


* kept in the ſame form as they were a hundred "1 


* years 
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years ago. Whether that be or not the beſt form, 


may admit of doubt; but a form that has ex- 
« iſted for an hundred years, the Public will 
probably think ought not to be altered, merely 
* becauſe Mr Smith chooſes to ſay he cannot 
« underſtand it; and, even if it ſhould be found 
proper to alter it, the Public will alſo ſee, that 
it will require ſome time, .and conſiderable 
previous reflection and arrengement. Though 
| unintelligible to Mr, Smith, however, it may 
be proper to mention, that they are perfectly 
* intelligible to ſixteen of the principal Mer- 
chants and Tradeſmen in Edinburgh, (perſons 
not of the Council), who by the ſet or conſti- 
' tution of the burgh, are annually appointed 
* to audite them.” 
According to this 2 chen, that the 
preſent Magiſtrates have no occa/ion to excuſe 
themſelves, no perſon can ever be to blame for 
any unneceſlary expence incurred, or improprie- 
ty committed in the management of the City's 
affairs. Every new Magiſtracy will have the ſame 
plea to urge; and although they may individualy 
have been long, and often in the Council, (the 
caſe with more than one of the preſent Magi- 
ſtrates) yet not having, during a courſe of years, 
eld the /ame offices in Council, and. had the 
ame. perſons for their colleagues, they will ſtill 
continue, to the end of time, with equal juſtice, 
d alledge WE have no occaſion to excuſe OUR- 
* SELVES !\—.We have, to be ſure, adopted no 
* meaſures for bettering the fituation of the 
Town! We have not looked into the ſtate of 
' its affairs, and corrected abuſes where we ſaw 
| any 
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any to exiſt !_—_We have not ſet on foot a ſink. 
ing fund for the liquidation of its debt !—But, 
were WE the contractors of that debt? No 
Not Mr Smith, nor our bittereſt enemy, can 
charge Us with having contracted, and hard 
with having encrea/ed the debt of the City!!! 
This 1s clearly the language of the former part 
of the quotation. Let the writer of it, or the 
| Magiſtrates, reconcile it to his or their own 
ideas of propriety if they can! 
To urge that any form, becauſe it has exiſted 
for an hundred years, ſhould not be altered, is pay- 
ing to antiquity rather too high a veneration. And 
if Mr Smith were the only perſon in the Town 
Council of Edinburgh, who could not underſtand 
the preſent form of book-keeping, uſed in the ma 
nagement of its affairs; or, if there were a /ing 
perfon in the City of Edinburgh to whom it was 
unintelligible, while another and a ſimpler mode 
was known, Can it be ſaid that that mode ough 
not inſtantly to be adopted? Or will it be ſe 
riouſly maintained, that, even. if it ſbould 0: 
found proper to alter it', it will require ſon: 
time, and confiderable previous reflection and ar 
rangement? If the City's affairs be ſo cleat 
and intelligible as to be underſtood by cvę 
perſon, except Mr Smith, What time, and what 
previous reflection and arrangement can the com 
mencing a new ſet of books require? 
But the City's books are alſo ſaid to be per 
fectly intelligible to the Auditor s. 
Mr David Lindſay, a reſpectable gentle 
man, and one of them, to whom, when out 0 
Council, the books are faid to have * pe- 
ect!) 
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nk · I fectly intelligible, is ſtated, in Mr Smith's Addreſs, 
But to have viewed them in a very different light, and, 
o- or that reaſon, to have declined to act as an Au- 
can ditor of the City's accounts, with-holding his ap- 
rah probation from a voluminous body of accounts 
which he had not ſeen, and declared he could 
pan not go to the bottom of for months together.” 
thel No notice, however, is taken in this Anſwer of the 
ownl converſations alledged by Mr Smith to have 
taken place between him and this gentleman, 
ſtedſ and the other gentlemen whom he alludes to in 
pay-ſ| his Addreſs. The writer of the Anſwer, without 
nd] either confeſſing or denying the fact, ſays, That 
own gentleman (Mr Smith) has thought proper to 
and] give his own account of many private and con- 
* fidential converſations with various gentlemen 
el in the government and ſervice of the City. 
The Public are well acquainted with the cha- 
wdg}* raters of thoſe gentlemen, and will judge; 
aght]* whether, from any quarter, they would have 
\ {e4* believed them capable of the conduct and 
7 ;4* motives imputed to them in the Addreſs. - In 
fem the ſequel, Mr Smith's candour and accuracy 
ar“ will be placed in ſuch a point of view, as to 
zleafj* fatisfy the Public, that it is not neceſlary for 
ven them to take the trouble of vindicating their 
characters from bis aſperſions. 
om This, probably, may be: ſatisfactory enough to 
the feelings of the gentlemen alluded to, and 
Ichey and their friends may have thought it un- 
_— for them to take the trouble of vindi- 
atlef] cating their characters from Mr Stnichss aſper- 
t off ſions; but they ſhould, at the ſame time, have 
e. adeeried. that their cbaractera were not the only 
ect. | C | thing 
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thing implicated in theſe converſations ; and, that 
thoſe who might entertain for them the higheſt 
reſpect, might think 1t nothing againſt their cha- 
raters, that they had expreſſed their opinion freely 
upon the ſituation of the Town's affairs, ſuppoſing 
what they ſaid to be conſiſtent with fact. The 
anſwers, therefore, to theſe ſeveral alledged con- 
verſations, nece/Jary to- ſatisfy the Public that no 
fuch had taken place, ſhould have been : 
Deacon David Lindſay declares, That he has 
not long violently and publicly complained, that 
no light could ever be thrown on the City's af- 
fairs.-—That he was not one of thoſe who, laſt 
year, cloſely urged Mr Smith to perſevere in 
his plan.— That he was one of the Auditors of 
the City's annual accounts, but that he did not 
decline to act from the motives Mr Smith al- 
ledges; but, on the contrary, did act in that 
capacity and, that the books of the Town 
were always perfectly intelligible to him.“ 
Mr Ranken, That he never ſtood pledged to 
ſupport Mr Smith in his plan of reform of the 
finances of the City— That he never declared 
that he would expoſe him if he ſhrunk from 
it, and afterwards, along/t with athers who were 
once their friends, turned his back upon it, in 
conſequence of movements behind the curtain. 
Mr Chamberlain Hay,-— That in the courſe 
* of converſation with Mr. Smith, upon his ap- 
« pointment to the office of Chamberlain, he 


J Was TRY ©Y WEE oy Gs Ma WP 


BY * * R > R Aa 


never did ſay to him, that the Town's affairs ap- 
peared to him to be in very bad order.— That 
© he did not, with a very ſignificant ſhrug of the 
* ſhoulders, give Mr Smith to underſtand, * 
* | — neither 
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C0 
neither he himſelf, the Lord Provoſt, Mr John 


Gray, nor Mr Buchan, who had been 30 years 
* Chamberlain, knew any thing of the actual ſi- 
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tuation of the Town's affairs. —That he did not 
ſay to Mr Smith, that he was determined to do 
what he could to methodize the Town's affairs, 


and bring them to ſuch a ſtate as that they 
could be underſtood ; never propoſed taking Mr 


Smith's aſſiſtance in that attempt, and begin af- 


terwards to deal in myſtery. —That he never did 


inform Mr Smith that the Caſh-book, which he 
exhibited weekly, contained ſome ſtate of mat- 
ters, but was not intended to be intelligible to 
the Council in general-— And, that 20 ſuch in- 
creaſe of arrears as is alledged by Mr Smith, had 
taken place during the two years of his collec- 
tion ; but, that every exertion has been uſed by 
him, not only to ingather the arrears during his 
Adminiſtration, but during that of his prede- 
m—_e FE | a 

Mr Jackſon, the preſent Dean of Guild, That 
he did not, after having expreſſed his intention 
to Mr Smith of ſetting on foot a reform in 
the affairs of the City, and after having re- 
ceived promiſes of fupport in that buſineſs 
from Meſſrs Smith and Dalrymple, abandon 
that intention, in conſequence of an intimacy 
taking place between him and Mr Hay.—And, 
after having agreed, that the Chamberlain 
ſhould be required to find ſecurity for his in- 
tromiſſions, upon being aſked by Bailie Dal- 
rymple, whether he had taken meaſures for 
that purpoſe, never did anſwer, © We (the 


then Magiſtrates) © were not the perſons who 


C 2 * had 


r. YR "0. TO | 


had brought him into office; let thoſe who had 


put him there look to that.“ 

Mr Gray, © That he never did refuſe to give 
to My Smith, or any of the Magiſtrates, ſuch 
explanations relative to the Town's affairs as 
were required of him, and never did ſnew him- 
felf unfriendly to every, even the moſt minute, 
enquiry into its ſituation; but, on the contrary, 
afforded every poſſible information.” 

Theſe anſwers muſt have proved equally ſa- 


tisfactory to the feelings of the gentlemen them- 


ſelves, and much more ſo to the Public. 
But, the moſt material of the whole, and one 
which it is remarkable the gentleman intereſted, 


an 
be he Mr Hay, Mr Gray, Mr M*Ritchie, or any 


other perſon, ſhould not, in vindication of hi 


* character, Nster upon anſwering Jbecially, if 
t really could be anſwered in this way. 


* Mr Smith knows, that he has "IO not 


merely uncandid, but has been guilty of a FALSE- 
Hoop, in ſaying, that what the arrears of feu- 


duties in the New Town or Extended Royalty || 
are,” no human being can ſay ; for, ſtrange as pe 


6 


it may ſeem, it is yet true, that the City has Im 


if he has not ſeen it, he has himſelf onlytoblame, 
it being, like the other rentals of the Town's re- 
venue, open, at all times, for inſpection.— The 
Collectorof cheſe feu· duties regularly debits him- 
ſelf with the whole amount of them, and again 
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been 


no rental of theſe feu- duties, hence no ſtate 
doof idee ſe arrears can be made up.” Mr Smith 
i knows well, that the City has ſuch a rental; and, 


takes credit for what part of them he has not f 


E 


had Þ been able to collect; ſo that it is abſurd to ſay, 
that either the total amount of the feu-duties 
give | which might have been collected, or the arrears 
ſuch thereof, are unknown; and ſtill more abſurd in 
s a; | Mr Smith to alledge, that it was © one of out 
im- F written inſtructions to the Chamberlain, im- 
ute, | mediately to endeavour to form this rental, 
ary, but he has not yet begun it,” * ſuch rental ha- 
ving exiſted ever ſince the extenſion of the Roy- 
ſa- alty, or ſince there were any feu-uties to col- 
em- | let, and any additions hang vegulariy made 
to it as they decur. 
That this would have been a more ſatisfactory 
nſwer to the Public, than all the flimſy appeals 
o character, that either are made in the Magi- 
rates Anſwer, or poſſibly could have been 
ade, no perſon can deny; and, if it could 
ave been made, in not making it, the Council 
ire wilfully allowing the Public to be impoſed 
pon. But, that it was not in their power to 
ake ſuch an anſwer, there is reaſon to fear 


one 
ſted, 
any 
510 
y, if 


not 
LSE- 
feu- 


2alty From the 6th article of Inſtructions to the Cham- 
re as Perlain, following upon the report of the Com- 
has ſſmittee upon Bailie Smith's motion, which ap- 


ſtate N vints, * That an accurate rental of the feus of 
nith T the extended Royalty ſhall be forthwith made 
and, out by the Chamberlain and City Accountant, 

ume, to which additions ſhall be made as they oc- 
s re- cur, and the amount of this rental ſhall form 
The an article in the charge againſt the Chamber- 
im- lain annually, credif being always given him 
gain for arrears.” Had a regular rental been in ex- 
not ſlitence, and had the Chamberlain entered theſe 


Deen feu-duties in his account of credit and debit, 
What 
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What purpoſe could this inſtruction have ſerve 
but to order what was already the practice ? 


deed, as it muſt afford matter of ſurpriſe, that 
ſhould have been neceſſary to enact at this pe 
od. The buſineſs of Chamberlain muſt ha 
been conducted in a ſlovenly manner, when an 
Committee could have thought he required t 
be inſtructed in what was ſo obviouſly his duty 
Theſe inſtructions, however, it is to be hoped 
will now be punctually obſerved. Whether th 
Public would have been benefited by Mr Smith 
PLOT being brought to maturity, it is impoſſibl 
now to determine; but, that his preliminar 
motion has thus far been productive of good e 


fects, can hardly be diſputed.” And, a beginnin 


being thus made in rectifying the abuſes in the 


| | 


management of the City, there 1s little doubt 
but the preſent Magiſtrates will proceed in a 
dopting a © regular and ſyſtematic plan of reform, 
and that their labours will be crowned with ſuc 


community. 4 1 30 
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thing which can hardly be ſuppoſed. 
Theſe inſtructions to. the Chamberlain co 
tain ſome very uſefnl regulations, and ſuch, i 
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